POLITICS OR NOT, 1952 is entertaining serious queries on U.S. foreign policy. 


Most persistent question asked by Congress is, “What date can we give our 
constituents as the last of our spending abroad?” Secretary Acheson’s answer: It 
depends on the intentions of the Soviet Union. Not very encouraging coming on 
the heels of the largest peace-time military budget in Soviet history (page 4). 


THE ISSUE, it would seem, is sovereignty again, the right to decide for ourselves. 
Acheson's remark is just ano*ner reminder that in a world without law we are 
not free to determine our own destiny. And that is the real danger of today, 
James P. Warburg has said (page 13). “Our future lies at the mercy of a state of 
international anarchy.” As Americans begin to realize they are spending 89¢ of 
every tax dollar on arms, they begin to worry—and to look for other ways. 


ONE NEED NOT go far for evidence of this search for a more palatable answer. 

Senator Tom Connally, up for renomination in Texas, has told the French, and 
by intimation the rest of Europe, to do more to help themselves. 

Senator Taft, seeking the Republican nomination, told a Milwaukee audience 
we should take the “selfish point of view.” protect only our own liberties. 

Some Senators would cut the kind of aid, but the fear is that what may appear 
to be the right cut here would prove disastrous abroad (page 3). The Gillette- 
' Sparkman-Battle bill, backed strongly by the State Department, offers one solution. 
It would establish a bipartisan 12-man commission to study our relations abroad 
with a view to cutting costs and increasing efficiency. 


EXCELLENT SUGGESTIONS ALL, but the question still is, do they meet the need? 

Rev. Donald Harrington, a federalist. believes not. Balance of power aid mili- 
tary spending have always led to war. Only a united world community can change 
the formula. The United States mv-t take the lead in strengthening the United 
Nations by amending its Charter, he writes (pages 9, 10, 11. 12). 
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Suppose Every Leader in Your Community 
Read the Federalist Every Month? 


Here’s an Educational Project for Every Branch and Chapter 


A NEW PLAN TO REACH PROSPECTIVE FEDERALISTS 
EACH MONTH WITH NEWS OF UWF POLICY AND PROGRAM 


The new project, working now in California, Colorado and Ohio, provides an easy 
way for every UWF member to suggest friends to receive THE FEDERALIST for one 
year. Funds from these new subscriptions can bring you a bigger, better FEDERALIST 
and bring UWF’s message regularly to the attention of many interested Americans. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION AND DETAILS ON HOW YOU MAY ORGANIZE PROJECT CONTACT — WRITE 


Field Department, United World Federalists, Inc., 125 Broad St., New York 4 
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WASHINGTON COLUMN 


written this month by 


Oliver A. Quayle Ill 


From the moment of President Truman’s request for 
$7,900,000,000 for the mutual security program, Congress- 
men in both parties have been shouting that the program 
must be cut. Legislators have suggested cuts ranging from 
$1 billion to complete elimination of all economic aid. 

The bill seeks authorization of $5,425,000,000 for 
military aid, $1,819,000,000 for defense support to Eu- 
rope and the Near East and $656,000,000 for economic 
and technical assistance to underdeveloped areas under 
Point Four and the Mutual Security Administration. In- 
dications are that heavy cuts will be aimed at the Point 
Four economic aid provisions. Many members of Congress 
who have supported economic aid in the past fear that 
the American taxpayer wants economy first and defense 
second. Hearings in the House and Senate probably will 
last through mid-April. Mail has been running slight. Un- 
less there is greater public expression of support for the 
technical assistance appropriation, the entire program will 
be in jeopardy. 

The State Department contends that without eco- 
nomic aid the whole structure of NaTo will crumble. Funds 
for economic and technical assistance amount to less than 
ten per cent of the total and a cut in this amount will 
seriously limit the effectiveness of an American program 
which has inspired millions of people throughout the world. 


On March 14 at UN headquarters in New York, the 
Disarmament Commission began the job of preparing pro- 
posals for the regulation, limitation and balanced reduction 
of all armed forces and armaments—including the prohibi- 
tion of atomic weapons under an effective system of inter- 
national control. 

For a while, following Soviet delegate Jacob Malik’s 
sensational and unsubstantiated charges against the UN 
forces in Korea of employing germ warfare, the important 
work of the commission seemed in danger of becoming 
just another propaganda exchange dominated by the loud 
voice of the U.S.S.R. But on March 28, by a vote of 11 
to 1, the commission upheld a ruling by temporary chair- 
man David Johnson of Canada that the Soviet’s accusations 
were out of order and outside the commission’s compe- 
tence. Earlier refutation came from U.S. Ambassador Ben- 
jamin Cohen, who challenged Malik to accept an impartial 
investigation by the International Red Cross, and UN Sec- 
retary-General Trygve Lie, who announced the World 
Health Organization’s offer to fight the reported epidemics 
(see page 5). 

Washington observers fear that for the near future 
anyway the Soviets will continue to object to establishment 
of any UN agency with authority to carry on inspection of 
armaments stockpiled in any nation. The Russians reject 
the “balanced reduction” theory and the demand for a mili- 
tary census. They insist that the commission proceed im- 
mediately to a declaration prohibiting atomic weapons and 
other weapons of mass destruction. Their program would 
amount to a bare exchange for promises without security. 
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Two European world federalist 
organizations and a private research 
institute in the United States have re- 
cently taken up studies of possible 
UN Charter revisions. 

The European organizations are 
Wereld Federalisten Beweging Ned- 
erland, largest world federalist group 
in the Netherlands, with headquarters 
at Utrecht, and the Provisional British 
Council, World Movement for World 
Federal Government. The latter is 
an eighteen month-old “co-ordinating 
unit” of British parliamentarians and 
federalists who were brought together 
to organize a British delegation to the 
Rome (World Movement) Congress, 
April 1951. 

The American organization is the 
Brookings Institution in Washington, 
D. C., a private research group. 

At an executive council meeting 
on March 8, the Netherland’s W.F.B.N. 
decided to undertake a study of the 
amendment of the UN Charter into a 
world constitution. A commission of 
UN specialists who will consult ex- 
perts in related fields will report with- 
in a year. 

In announcing the commission, Jan 
Slikker, secretary general of W.F.B.N., 
called on federalists throughout the 
world to make similar studies before 
1955, the year UN Charter revision 
automatically becomes an agenda item. 

On March 22 the Provisional Brit- 
ish Council met in London to con- 
sider a comprehensive scheme of 
study, research and discussion of UN 
Charter reform. According to a pre- 
liminary outline fourteen groups, some 
of which have already begun work, 
have been formed to study separate 


Dutch and English Federalist Groups 


Study UN Charter Revision 


BROOKINGS INSTITUTION OF WASHINGTON WILL ALSO MAKE UN REPORT 


topics in connection with the UN 
Charter. 

James Avery Joyce, joint chair- 
man of the council, describes the 
groups as “functional,” not having an 
individual membership of their own 
but each drawing its active participants 
from as wide a range of peace and 
educational organizations as are will- 
ing to assist. The British council pro- 
poses to report progress to an interim 
conference of the World Movement 


Cheer up, Gilbey—we’re close to civilization! 
The Saturday Review of Literature 


this summer and to coordinate its pro- 
posals with those of federalist organi- 
zations from other countries at the 
World Movement Congress in Copen- 
hagen in 1953. 

A non-federalist organization, the 
Brookings Institution, is at work cur- 
rently on a five-part study of the 
strength and weakness of the United 
Nations system to determine what 
methods would make the UN more 
effective. The Brookings report will 
cover the history of the origins and 
provisions of the Charter, a descrip- 


How much will the Mutual 
Security Program ultimately cost? 
Nobody is exactly sure. 

Secretary of State Dean Ache- 
son on March 18 before the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee inti- 
mated the figure of $27,000,000,000 
for three or four years was unreal 
but denied published reports that 
NATO members at the Lisbon con- 
ference had agreed on a $300,000.- 
000,000 military budget. 


Acheson Blames Russia for MSA Costs 


Where the end was depended 
on the intentions of the Soviet, Mr. 
Acheson testified in answer to a 
question asked by Senator H. Alex- 
ander Smith (Rep., N.J.). 

Two weeks earlier the U.S.S.R. 
announced its largest peace-time 
military budget in history, $28,- 
000,000,000, or more than it spent 
in 1942, the first full calendar 
year of Soviet participation in 
World War II. 


tion and analysis of the activities of 
the UN, a description and analysis of 
regional security areas, a description 
and analysis of proposals for change 
in the UN, including “plans for supra- 
national government.” 


Dutch Legislative Move 
Reflects on Bricker Bill 


New developments during March 
have served to highlight portions of 
the controversial Bricker resolution in- 
troduced in the Senate Feb. 7 (March 
FEDERALIST ). 

The resolution, SJR 130, is sup- 
ported by fifty-nine Senators. One sec- 
tion of it is aimed at blocking an 
alleged “loophole” in the U.S. Consti- 
tution by amending the Constitution 
to make federal law and the Constitu- 
tion superior to treaties instead of 
equal to them, as is the case at present. 

On March 19 at The Hague, the 
lower house of the Netherlands Parlia- 
ment by a vote of 74 to 10 took a step 
away from the Bricker resolution when 
it approved a bill that would put 
world law ahead of its own legal sys- 
tem. The Dutch bill states that with 
the approval of a two-thirds Parlia- 
mentary majority, a treaty in conflict 
with Dutch law shall take precedence 
if promoting “the development of the 
international legal order.” 

The Dutch took this step in order 
to eliminate constitutional obstacles to 
participation in the European De- 
fense Community and to free the Gov- 
ernment’s hand to negotiate for closer 
integration with other nations. 

The move was hailed by Foreign 
Minister Dirk U. Stikker but opposed 
by the Communists and a few right- 
wing Deputies. The Communists ar- 
gued that the United States was fore- 
ing European countries to give up 
their sovereignty without vielding any 
itself. They pointed to the Bricker 
resolution as a case in point. 

A special group of lawyers, mem- 
bers of UWF, reported on the Bricker 
resolution to the National Executive 
Committee March 17 at Denver. The 
committee recommended no _ action 
pending further study by a special 
committee of the extremely compli- 
cated and important points raised by 
the Bricker resolution. 
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Friends Urge U.S. Action 


The 1952 statement on legislative 
policy adopted by the Friends Com- 
mittee on National Legislation calls 
for universal and total disarmament 
and urges the U.S. to take the lead in 
the UN Disarmament Commission. 

The document, published by the 
legislative committee of the Society of 
Friends, states that the UN should be 
developed into an organization with 
powers to achieve and secure disarma- 
ment through development of its legal 
and moral authority. 

It asks that economic and social 
aid to underdeveloped areas be greatly 
expanded and carried out as much as 
possible through UN agencies. 

These and statements on domes- 
tic issues will serve as a basis for the 
major legislative efforts of the Com- 
mittee during the coming year. 


WHO Celebrates Birthday 


On April 4th the World Health 
Organization will celebrate ‘its fifth 
anniversary. One of the least publi- 
cized of the UN agencies, wo, in its 
quiet ways, has enjoyed marked suc- 
cess in curing the world’s ills. 

In five years’ time its workers 
have injected 17,000,000 persons with 
tuberculosis serum; awarded 900 fel- 
lowships to doctors, nurses and sani- 
tary engineers from seventy countries 
for study abroad. It has also assisted 
in emergency epidemics, plagues and 
floods in Korea, Yemen, India, Turkey 
and other European, American and 
Asiastic nations. 

WHO's projects have been varied. 
It staged a nation-wide drive against 
hoof and mouth disease in Argentina, 
a two-year campaign on yaws in Haiti; 
it established a leprosy diagnostic 
clinic in Ethiopia and collected medi- 
cal books and periodicals for distribu- 
tion to European governments for use 
in scientific research. 

WHO sometimes gets involved in 
world politics. In the week ending 
March 22 it entered the controversy 
raised by Communist charges that UN 
troops were using _ bacteriological 
weapons (see page 3) with an offer 
to help fight any epidemics in North 
Korea. Its action won the backing of 
the U.S. when Warren Austin, chief 
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delegate to the UN. spoke in its favor 
March 25. 

Beginning in 1946, following a 
meeting of the International Health 
Conference called by uxesco, wHo’s 
stated objective was, “The attainment 
by all peoples of the highest possible 


level of health.” In 1948 it became a 
permanent agency of the UN. Today 
there are seventy-nine member na- 
tions, including the United States. 
Headquarters are at Geneva. 

WHO puts its policies into action 
in three ways: by advisory services to 


News from the 


THE WORLD Movement for 
World Federal Government 
March published the first issue of 
a monthly newsletter, News Digest. 

Edited at the World Movement 
offices in Amsterdam, the chief ob- 
jective of the new publication is to 
keep member groups of wMwrc 
informed on_ federalist activity 
around the world. As funds be- 
come available the wawre hopes 
to expand the newsletter into a 
magazine, printing articles of wide 
interest to federalists and contain- 
ing such features as a letters col- 
umn and human interest news sto- 
ries. The editors invite correspond- 
ence, which should be addressed 
to: WMwrc, Keizersgracht 369, 
Amsterdam, Netherlands. 

wMwrFc holds its next Execu- 
tive Committee and Council meet- 
ings in Amsterdam, April 4-6. 
Speakers at the meeting will be 
General Riiser-Larsen and Monica 
Wingate, principal of Ball’s Park 
College and president of Britain’s 
Federal Union. The World Student 
Federalists will hold their Execu- 
tive Committee meeting in Amster- 
dam at the same time. 

THE NORWEGIAN group, En 
Verden, now has a membership of 
12,500, more than twice its mem- 
bership this time last year. So far 
as is known, this is the fastest grow- 
ing federalist organization in the 
world. 

IN BELGIUM, the federalist group 
Union Federale held its annual 
meeting on February 10 and 
elected M. Charles Ghoude, chair- 
man. Pro Pace, also a member of 
wmwFc, has scheduled its annual 
meeting for this month. 

FEDERALIST NEWS in South 
America includes correspondence 
from Bolivia where a group of fed- 
eralists are trying to build a world 
government organization. In Co- 
lombia two groups are at work. Dr. 
H. Bartenstein is attempting to 
develop a Spanish-speaking sec- 
tion of the World Movement, and 
Signor Santiago Guitterez is pri- 
marily interested in Pan-American 


World Movement 


regional federalism. This latter 
group endorses the development of 
Asiatic, American and European 
federalizations, co-ordinated into 
one world organization. 

UNION POUR la Federalisme 
Universal, movement for world gov- 
ernment which had its origin some 
months ago as a result of the 
merger of two French world gov- 
ernment organizations, has been 
further consolidating its position, 
with the addition of several small 
groups. 

FROM INDIA comes the news 
that the Indian Association for 
World Government has postponed 
the Asian Conference because many 
Indian M.P.’s will be busy with 
the new parliament when it meets 
in May. The Conference has not 
been dropped, however, as The 
Madhya Bharat Association for 
WFG, continues working on plans 
for an Indian regional congress. 

IN JAPAN other plans are 
underway for a world federalist 
congress of Asia to be held at Hiro- 
shima in November 1952. The pur- 
pose of this congress is to provide 
an opportunity for exchange of 
views and plans among world fed- 
eralists in Asian and Pacific area 
countries on universal and regional 
federalism. It is hoped that the con- 
gress will further promote the de- 
velopment of wmwrc in the Far 
East. Members of federalist groups 
in non-Asian countries are invited. 

DANISH FEDERALISTS are fortu- 
nate in being united in one world 
federalist movement, Een Verden, 
with 15,000 members. Its president, 
Professor P. Brandt Rehberg, is a 
member of the wmMwFc executive 
committee. 

Een Verden is continuing 
with the mundialization (transfer- 
ring a community and its citizens 
from national to world citizenship ) 
of three more Dansh towns and 
seven villages. Borge Rosenberg, 
executive director, and Knud Niel- 
sen, secretary-general of the Joint- 
Scandinavian world government 
Council, are leading the work. 


governments: central technical serv- 
ices, such as laboratories and _statis- 
tical bureaus; and emergency aids to 
governments. It has a regional office 
for the Americas in Washington. 

During the last year, two sig- 
nificant events have marked wuHo’s 
progress. It adopted new International 
Sanitary Regulations to replace six- 
teen separate conventions, thus setting 
a single standard health code for all 
forms of travel and trade. It published 
the International Pharmacopoeia, set- 
ting uniform world standards of 
strength and purity for a large num- 
ber of important drugs. 

In the five years of wHo’s exis- 
tence a phenomenal reduction in the 
level of death rates has taken place, in 
addition to the accompanying reduc- 
tion in illnesses. Last year in Puerto 
Rico the death rate was 9.9 per thou- 
sand, a new low. Italy reduced its 
death rate in the years after World 
War II from 14.1 to 9.8 and there 
were similar reductions in France, 
Spain and Portugal. 

These developments have been 
spearheaded by wuo. 

Theme for this year’s celebration 
is “healthy surroundings make healthy 
people.” Emphasis is being placed on 
sanitary engineering. 


Rocket Dust 


Zooming space ships are now 
making routine flights through the 
ether checking to make sure space 
lanes are kept clear for interplanatary 
travel and that peace is maintained 
among the United Planets. 

If you have any doubts about the 
matter, just tune in “Space Patrol” 
over the ABC-TV network at 6 PM, 
EST any Sunday. 

Here, in the outer reaches, there 
are no clashing armies or threats of 
war. No one is ever killed and death 
weapons play no part in the scheme 
of things. 

The United Planets are gov- 
erned by a body called the Security 
Council, fashioned after another of 
the same name, if not the same good 
judgment. The daughter of its secre- 
retary-general, Carol, has the leading 
ingenue role opposite the leader of 
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the space ship police | 
intelligent voung man. Buzz Corey. 

The show has received several 
awards, foremost being a citation as 
the best live video show for children 


ree, a rugged 


in 1950-51 from the National Asso- 


ciation of Parents and Teachers. 

The principle weapon of this 
federation of planets is only used 
against the traditional villain, Indi- 
vidual, who enters the picture for the 
sake of plot. It is a paralyzer ray gun. 
The gun leaves its victim in a state 
of suspended animation until he can 
be put through a brainograph. This 
remarkable machine picks the evil out 
of his mind and starts him on the road 
to useful and active citizenship. 

Seems simple, but UWF will 
probably stick by enforceable inter- 
national law for the time being. 


Action Groups Meet 


The first meeting of a continuing 
action committtee, set up under a fif- 
teen point program of action estab- 
lished at the recent conference on 


Louis B. Dailey broadcasting his weekly digest 
of the news on “World Peace Roundup” over 
radio station WAAT, Newark, N. J. Weekly 
scripts are available by subscription from 
UWF's national office. A condensed section of 
the April 18 broadcast appears on page 12. 


U. S. Responsibility for World Lead- 
ership, sponsored by aaun (see March 
FEDERALIST), was held in New York 
on March 24. 


The committee, composed of rep- 
resentatives from a cross-section of the 
organizations attending the confer- 
ence, will seek to carry out the pro- 
posal adopted by the delegates. 

The program of action calls for 
support by the U. S. of the UN as the 
cornerstone of its foreign policy, great- 
er channeling of military security ar- 
rangements and Point Four assistance 
through the UN, and U. S. leadership 
in the disarmament program. 

Of particular interest to federal- 


ists is the point urging the State De- 
partment to “begin now to prepare 
such revision to the Charter as will 
further perfect the UN organization” 
and prepare now to support a pro- 
posal for a revision conference in 1955 
as provided in the charter. 


UN Korean Relief 


In January, 1951, the United 
Nations General Assembly established 
by resolution the Korean Reconstruc- 
tion Agency (UNKRA) and gave it a 
budget of $250,000,000. A year and 
a month later Sen. Edwin C. Johnson 
(Dem., Col.) inserted in the Con- 
gressional Record (Feb. 18) an article 
that described the appalling devasta- 
tion and suffering left in the wake of 
the Korean war and charged that 
despite its budget unkRA “apparently 
has done no actual work in Korea.” 

The article, originally published 
in the Voice of Korea, a monthly pub- 
lication of the Korean Affairs Institute, 
non-profit organization in Washing- 
ton, was technically correct. 

With approximately only $17,- 
000,000 paid in, $7,000,000 from 
Canada and most of the rest from the 
United States, the budget was on pa- 
per only. It was true, too, that UNKRA 
had done little more than organize 
itself and conduct field surveys and 
that the relief work that was done 
had been administered by the United 
Nations Civil Assistance Command, 
Korea (UNCACK), created by the U. S. 
Eighth Army. 


Why has unxra aid apparently 
fallen through? The answer is that it 
has not. The long drawn-out truce 
negotiations, now in their ninth month, 
are to blame. As long as there is no 
truce, relief will continue to be ad- 
ministered by the military arm of the 
UN through uncack. The other agen- 
cy, UNKRA, will play a secondary but 
important role working with UNCACK 
on joint committees and supplying it 
with specialists. 

Meanwhile the great need for aid 
in Korea remains. To date the Army 
has delivered to South Korea civilians 
supplies valued at around $125,000,- 
000, including cARE packages and 
items from other philanthropic groups. 
UN agencies have inoculated hun- 
dreds of thousands of Koreans against 
disease and have repatriated many to 
their homes. 

But this is only a small trickle in 
a nation where many sections have 
seen war pass over at least four times. 
When the truce is at last signed, UNKRA 
can well use its first budget and more. 
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Rev. Philip S$. Moore, CSC, Dean 
of the Graduate School, University 
of Notre Dame, has agreed to join 
UWF’s National Advisory Board, it 
was announced at the first National 
Executive Council meeting of the year 
at Denver, March 15-16. 

Main business of the meeting was 
the discussion of ways to achieve 
greater responsibility on the part 
of individual UWF chapters and 
branches through acceptance of uni- 
form requirements, an established na- 
tional program, and a yearly calendar 
of events. 

Plans to increase branch and 
chapter responsibility resulted in the 
following action: 

e The finance chairman of each 
branch now becomes a member of the 
national finance committee though 
he may not be a member of the Coun- 
cil; 

e The Executive Committee is 
instructed to review the present sys- 
tem of state quotas and prepare rec- 
ommendations for a revised system; 

e The fiscal year is established 
as ending June 30 of each year and 
UWF will achieve a uniform fiscal year 
for national, branch and chapter op- 
erations. If, after study, it appears a 
by-law revision is necessary to effect 
this uniformity, it will be referred to 
the by-laws committee at the forth- 
coming June General Assembly; 

e A special committee was ap- 
pointed to study requirements for 
chartering new branches and chapters, 
the enforcement of such requirements 
and the advisability of having present 
branches and chapters re-chartered to 
accept these requirements. 

New proposals would be distrib- 
uted to branches and chapters in 
advance of the Assembly. 

The education committee report- 
ed it will soon issue a bulletin called 
“Facts for Federalists” which will con- 
tain material not directly related to 
federalism, but designed to enlarge 
the background of members and 
speakers. The bulletin will be de- 
signed to fit a looseleaf notebook and 
will be available on a subscription 
basis. 

Field, political action and finance 
workshops were held before and after 
the sessions. Nearly thirty observers 
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National Executive Council Discusses 


Branch and Chapter Coordination 


DEAN OF NOTRE DAME GRADUATE SCHOOL APPOINTED TO ADVISORY BOARD 


from neighboring states attended the 
meetings. 

Randolph Compton, controller, 
reported to the Council that for the 
first time in UWF’s history there is a 
“tentative bookkeeping surplus.” He 
also reported an overall budget saving 
during the fiscal year of $3,000, but 
cautioned there can be no relaxation 
on the part of branches and chapters 
in meeting quotas and the national 
organization must continue to operate 
within the present monthly budget. 

Thirty-two council members also 
approved the appointment of Norman 
Cousins, editor of The Saturday Re- 
view of Literature, to the National 
Executive Committee; General Hugh 
B. Hester, U.S.A. Ret., to the organiza- 
tion liaison committee, Dr. J. Huntly 
Dupre, academic dean at Macalester 
College, St. Paul, Minn., to the World 
Movement committee and Dr. George 
Cross, president of the University of 
Oaklahoma, George Holt and John 
Haworth to the student affairs com- 
mittee. 

Other committee appointments 
were George Biesele and Mrs. Lora 
Standish Weston to the education 
committee, Leo Pasternak to the pub- 
lic relations and publications commit- 
tee, and Mrs. Lois Sidenberg and 
Neal Potter to the program and field 
committee, Mrs. Sidenberg as chair- 
man. 


Results of UN Day Promotion 


UN Day 1951 had a profound 
impact on the U. S., the National Citi- 
zens Committee for UN Day has re- 
ported. 

NCC was in contact with 4,400 
communities throughout the country. 
Thirty governors either proclaimed 
the day or issued a statement. Thir- 
teen state and territorial governors ap- 
pointed state committees or desig- 


April 27 
May 3 
May 17-18 
June 19 
June 19-22 


On the Agenda 


World Government Sunday 

Wisconsin UWF State Convention, Madison 

Ohio UWF State Convention, Akron 
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nated some existing committee to be 
responsible for the observance. Ncc 
received accounts of 308 mayors who 
issued a proclamation, appointed a 
committee or both. 

Newspaper coverage was exten- 
sive. NCC has received 5,000 clippings 
describing observances of all kinds, 
from flying the UN flag to major pro- 
grams. 

Nearly 275,000 copies of Oscar 
Hammerstein’s flyer, “More Than a 
Dream,” were distributed by the 
League of Women Voters and nce. 
The statement was translated into 
twenty-two languages and reprinted 
in many newspapers and house organs. 

Almost 100,000 copies of the UN 
cookbook, “The World’s Favorite Rec- 
ipes,” were distributed. In addition, 
NCC reports having filled 3,240 bulk 
orders for literature representing 
1,333,500 separate pieces to organiza- 
tions, governments and schools. 


Cousins on VOA 


On March 21 Norman Cousins, 
representing UWF, spoke through the 
auspices of the French division of the 
Voice of America to citizens of Lux- 
embourg and Metz on the occasion of 
the cities’ declaring themselves “Twin 
Cities.” 

The unifying move was sponsored 
by European federalists and, accord- 
ing to Mr. Cousins, stands as a sym- 
bol of international cooperation. 

Speaking in French, Mr. Cousins 
summarized the work of UWF in for- 
He concluded: “Your diversity has not 
warding the idea of world federation. 
deterred your union, nor shall your 
union destroy your proud diversity. So 
it will be in a European Union. Look 
forward with us [UWF] to world 
union in which there will also be unity 
in diversity under the federal prin- 
ciple that is marching on.” 
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Misconceptions Righted 


Misconceptions about the aims of 
UWF, J. A. Migel, national secretary, 
holds, while often only passive in na- 
ture “can go further in destroying our 
great ideal of world federalism than 
all the active opposition rolled into 
one.” 

In an attempt to do something 
about the situation, in the January 
issue of the Florida Federalist Mr. 
Migel lists the three most common 
misconceptions con- 
cerning UWF beliefs and then quotes 
the organization’s true stand from its 
policy statement or describes its cor- 
rect position. 

“Many persons believe that the 
United World Federalists, Inc., are 
advocating the building of an organi- 
zation, or government, outside the 
United Nations,” Mr. Migel wrote. 

“Exactly the opposite is true. 
The policy of the United World Fed- 
eralists reads as follows: 

““We reaffirm our continuing 
support of the United Nations: we 
call for the United States immediately 
to declare that it is a fundamental 
objective of the United States foreign 
policy to support and strengthen the 
United Nations and to develop it into 
a world federal government with lim- 
ited powers adequate to make, en- 
force and interpret world laws to 
maintain peace and prevent aggres- 
sion. 

““We urge all individuals and or- 
ganizations seeking this great aim to 
work with us toward this objective.’ ” 

“Another misconception is that 
‘the efforts of the United World Fed- 
eralists are not welcomed by the U.S. 
representatives to the United Na- 
tions.” In a telegram to the United 
World Federalists, Inc., Ambassador 
Austin of the United Nations said: 

““United World Federalists have 
effectively supported the United Na- 
tions with positive service on objec- 
tives of importance to the great pur- 
poses of the Charter. They have criti- 
cized the United Nations. We hope 
they will continue to do so and that 
their criticism will be constructive. 
Experience will unfold the oneness of 
our purpose and service.’ 

“People ask, “What do you mean 
by a world federal government with 
limited powers?’ United World Fed- 


eralists, Inc., propose that all powers 
be limited to the realm of aggression. 
It does not advocate the breaking 
down of tariffs, the promiscuous in- 
termingling of peoples, one citizen- 
ship, or one currency. United World 
Federalists believe that under the rule 
of law instead of the rule of war, the 
economic and social problems will be 
solved in an orderly manner over a 
term of vears.” 


Federalists in the News 


ARCHIBALD §. ALEXANDER, Under 
Secretary of the Army and UWF mem- 
ber from New Jersey, announced his 
resignation on March 3 to seek the 
Democratic nomination for Senator in 
New Jersey. If nominated he will op- 
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In addition to Mr. Slusser, forty-one 
new members were added to the 
Akron roster following these meetings. 
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CHARLES K. L. DAVIS, young tenor 
from Hawaii, provided the musical 
entertainment at the banquet of the 
California UWF state convention on 
Feb. 24. The singing federalist so im- 
pressed Mary Garden, former opera 
singer, that she arranged for him to 
make his debut with L’Opera Comique 
in Paris in the near future. 


Candidate for Democratic nom- 
ination for U. S. Representative from 
Indiana, CHARLES C. PRICE, Called 
three ideas, advocated by President 


Each of the pictured objects has one point in common—the human hand. It is the hand of 
man that has built newer and more efficient weapons, from the cave man’s club to the A-bomb. 
To curb arms, man signed the UN Charter. But the job is not complete. He still must build 
a world of law and plenty, of freedom and justice. That is the message of ‘’Showtalks on 
World Government,” the cartoon-illustrated lecture by federalist Tad Bailey, Woodstock, Vt. 


pose Senator H. Alexander Smith 
(Rep.) who has served since 1944. 

Mr. Alexander ran in the 1948 
campaign against Robert C. Hendrick- 
son. He was defeated, but observers 
considered the race impressive since 
he polled 884,414 votes to Senator 
Hendrickson’s 934,720. 

Mr. Alexander is expected to be 
unopposed in the Democratic primary 
on April 16. 

The mayor of Akron, Ohio, 
CHARLES E. SLUSSER, joined UWF in 
February as the result of two special 
meetings addressed by Rev. Donald 
Harrington, minister of New York’s 
Community Church, and Dr. Charles 
C. Price, head of the chemistry de- 
partment of Notre Dame University. 


Truman, basic to American foreign 
policy in the opening speech of his 
campaign, Feb. 24. The ideas are UN 
regulation of all armaments, world 
law and world economic development. 
Dr. Price, chairman of UWF of In- 
diana, urged a coordinated plan to ac- 
complish the points, but made it clear 
that no one idea could bring peace by 
itself. 

JAMES B. GIDNEY, UWF of Shaker 
Heights, Ohio, has organized and di- 
rects a night course in “Roads to 
Peace” at Cleveland College. 

Given for the first time this year, 
the course describes approaches to 
world peace. The case for world gov- 
ernment and a summary of the prob- 
lems involved completes the course. 
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The Only Way 
To 
Peace 


REV. DONALD HARRINGTON 


Our generation everywhere in the world is caught be- 
tween two worlds; one dead, the other powerless to be 
born. We are caught between the dead world of the abso- 
lutely separate, national sovereign states of yesterday and 
the united world community of tomorrow. Technology has 
made our world one world, yet politically we remain di- 
vided into eighty-two separate sovereignties. We are mov- 
ing from the world of the past towards the world of 
tomorrow, but with the knowledge that if the birth process 
is too long delayed, the patient may very well die. 

At least the goal is clear. We know towards what we 
work. It is the united world community of tomorrow. It is 
this which we must achieve if the world is to know har- 
mony and peace again. 

This, of course, is no new goal. It has been professed 
by all of the ancient religions of man and by the dreamers 
and seers of every age. Socrates, 2500 years ago, counselled 
his young men: “When asked your country, never say, ‘I 
am an Athenian’, or ‘[ am a Corinthian’; say, ‘I am a 
citizen of the world’.” Paul told his followers they were all 
of one blood. Religion has always told man that there was 
one God and Father of all. 


Political Evolution 


Even the process is not new. Men have been uniting 
into larger and larger groups ever since they first appeared 
on earth. First men lived together in families. Families 
gave way to tribes. Tribes united into provinces under the 
leadership of the newly emerging city-states and we had 
the flowering of great cultures in the city-states of the 
ancient world. But city-states fell and mankind entered 
upon a long period of darkness, emerging only when the 
city-states and provinces had combined into nation-states. 

In each case the process of consolidation came about 
as the existing society strove to avert either cultural stag- 
nation or its own suicide. Today, in the age of nation- 
states, the great open question is whether or not we will 
have the intelligence and insight to unit voluntarily, before 
we destroy our civilization and each other or whether we 
will have to go through the process of wrecking everything 
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April 27 is World Government Sunday. Here THE FEDERALIST 
reprints the digest of a talk that Rev. Donald Harrington, pas- 
tor of the Community Church of New York and a member of 
UWF’s National Executive Council, has made many times on 
trips across the country to both federalists and non-federalists. 


that we have built and go through a dark age that will 
make whatever came before it seem inconsequential. 

For we are all caught on the horns of a dilemma. 
In the world of the atom, the hydrogen bomb, guided 
missiles and bacteriological warfare, if we allow another 
world war to come, the destruction will be horrible and 
disruptive beyond all our powers to imagine. That is the 
number one fact of our time. But it is only one half of the 
problem. The other is that not only would another war 
destroy us, just preparing for it may very well have much 
the same effect. 


Why Are We Spending So Much? 


We are being forced to spend untold mountains of 
wealth and we are told that this will have to go on pos- 
sibly “for a generation.” Fifty, seventy-five or more billion 
dollars per year—for a generation. Can we really do any 
such thing and still have a free economy, civil liberties, 
civilian government, a decent standard of living? I doubt 
it. Each war that we Americans have fought has cost us 
more in taxes than all the money paid in taxes in the 
previous history of our country. Now we are paying just 
to arm almost as much as we have previously paid to fight. 
Where will it all end? 

The number two fact of our time is that everything 
that our nation and the other nations of the world are 
doing today, when done by nations in the past, has always 
led to war. 

What are we doing? We're trying to keep peace 
through a balance of power structure in which the two 
strongest powers of the world gather their satellites around 
them and arm furiously for war. There is nothing new 
about balances of power. They have been tried many times 
in the history of the world and I don’t know of a single 
one which was able to maintain peace for any longer than 
forty vears. The difficulty with a balance of power struc- 
ture, of course, is that the security of one side of the bal- 
ance depends upon the insecurity of the other. Whenever 
one side is secure, the other arms furiously. The process 
is endless, as the story proves. 

In the seventeenth century, Britain, with the aid of the 
Dutch, destroyed Spain’s power. A few years went by and 
Britain went to war with the Dutch, finally destroying 
their power with an alliance with the French. A few years 
went by and Britain went to war with the French and in 
a series of difficult and costly wars finally destroyed the 
power of the French, but with the aid of the Russians and 
the Prussians. Britain then went to war with the Russians 
in the Crimean war and later called in the Japanese to 
help “contain” the Russians in the Far East. 

In Europe, meantime, Britain helped to unify the 
Prussian states to hold the Russians in check. But the 
Prussians became far too vital and powerful, especially 
after their rout of France. Consequently Britain had to go 
to war against the Prussians in the first World War. She 
defeated the foe with the aid of the Russians. But finding 
the Prussians, this time with Hitler, getting entirely too 
strong, she went to war again in World War II and finally 
succeeded in destroying them utterly, with the aid of the 
Russians. 

And now we, the successors to British power, find 
ourselves glaring at the Russians, our principal ex-ally, 

(Continued on following page) 
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across the power vacua created by World War II in both 
East and West. The only thing that it is hard to understand 
is how anybody should have thought it would be other- 
wise. So long as the power struggle was to continue, just 
so long was there bound to be conflict. 

What is the solution? The Dumbarton Oaks Confer- 
ence in 1944 gave one answer. A published report de- 
scribed the principle upon which the postwar world 
organization was expected to be founded. It proposed a 
league of national sovereign states in which no great power 
gave up its right or ability to make war. 

Thus the United States became the first great power, 
having emerged strongest from World War II. Russia, the 
former principal ally, as the second strongest nation, 
emerged as the chief competitor. I said at that time and I 
reiterate now, that what we should have done is reasonably 
clear—what we must do is equally so. For the competitive 
power structure we must substitute a single structure of 
power capable of preventing any nation from going to war 


and thus enforcing peace in the world. Until we are pre- 
pared to do that, we shall continue to suffer the armament’s 
race and the imminent threat of destructive total war. 

I do not believe that any such fate is inevitable. 
There is something that everyone can do. I should like 
to describe that something in three basic steps. 

First, we must create a single structure of security for 
the world by amending the Charter of the United Nations. 
We must give the United Nations the power to enforce 
universal disarmament, to enact, interpret and enforce 
enough world law to control the manufacture of all heavy 
armaments and weapons of mass destruction, to supervise 
universa! disarmament and to arrest all individuals who 
subsequently seek to break United Nations law in this 
regard. 

I want to make it perfectly clear that I believe we 
must work through the United Nations. It is our last, best 
hope for peace. We should work for it, believe in it, love 
and cherish it with all our hearts and souls. 

But if we really want it to live, we must give it the 
power to do its job of peace-making and peace-securing, 
and of bringing to an end the ancient power struggle which 
repeatedly since the beginning of time has wrought havoc 
among men. Concerning disarmament, it is obvious the UN 
must !:a\e an international police force to do the enforcing. 
If that police force is not itself to be an instrument of 
tyranny, it must have a body of international law to en- 
force. It must have a system of courts before which offend- 
ers can be brought. And if that law is to be acceptable to 
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the people of the world, there will have to be an acceptable, 
representative legislative body to create the law. Thus 
enforceable disarmament—and no other kind of disarma- 
ment is practical—logically implies a body of world law 
and an agency to create it—a limited world government. 

Practically speaking, the United Nations could con- 
ceivably be transformed into such a world government in 
the year 1955 when the Charter automatically comes up 
for review by the General Assembly. The General Assembly 
would have to be given specific but strictly limited powers 
for the control of all armaments, for the raising of funds 
for an international police force, for the establishment of 
courts throughout the world. It would have to make a clear 
and foolproof plan for the disarmament of the nation states 
and the concurrent arming of the UN. The General As- 
sembly would have to be made more representative of the 
power realities of the world. Instead of the present system 
of one vote per member, which gives Cuba as big a voice 
as the United States, representation might be determined 
on such factors as population, educational standards and 
relative industrial power. The Security Council would be- 
come a vetoless administrative body to administer the law 
created by the General Assembly. 


Step Two: Preparing America 


The second step must be to prepare America, politi- 
cally and psychologically, for the great moment in 1955. 
It is her date with destiny. Unless America is prepared to 
go along with any plan for strengthening the United Na- 
tions, the work will not be undertaken. For the U.S. is the 
leader of the only part of the world from which this pro- 
posal is likely to come, and if she does not take leadership, 
no one will. This is true because our allies do not wish to 
incur our government's displeasure by acting prematurely 
and they know quite well that any effort would be hopeless 
unless the U.S. were a part of it. 

But why should the U.S. not be a part of it? Why 
should it not give leadership in this great effort to establish 
through the UN a limited world federation? Is there any 
nation on earth that has had a happier or more successful 
experience with the federal principle than she? It was the 
federal principle that made our country great, uniting 
thirteen divided states into one harmonious whole. And if 
you remember, it was not so easy then. Early America 
practiced different religions, spoke different languages, had 
entirely different economies and folkways. Patrick Henry 
said they could never be united. He’d rather be back under 
British rule than part of an American federation. How 
wrong that American patriot was is attested to by America’s 
greatness today. 

But if this is so, why is the U.S. not now advocating 
even a limited world federation? I believe it is because 
some of our citizens have become confused about what is 
called “sovereignty.” They fear that in a limited world 
federation America would lose her sovereignty, that is, her 
power to determine her own destiny in local and world 
affairs—which is what sovereignty is. 

So far as local affairs are concerned, federalists do 
not propose that a world government be given any ex- 
tended power in a nation’s internal affairs. Its powers 
would be strictly limited to the control of armaments and 
their manufacture, of those things which have to do with 


_ the waging of war and to the maintenance of a world 


police force to arrest and bring to trial any who sought 
to break the world laws against armaments. 

In international affairs, we have never had sovereignty. 
The word, in its derivation, means affairs under the juris- 
diction of a “sovereign,” and the world has never had a 
single sovereign. Thus no world power has ever been able 
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to do what it pleased in international relations. It has had 
to reach agreements with other nations. With the world as 
close a neighborhood as it is today, our lack of any inter- 
national sovereignty has become a threat to all of our 
existing national sovereignty. 

We don’t spend seventy-five billion dollars a year on 
armaments because we want to. Russia makes us do it; we 
are compelled to against our will. What kind of sovereignty 
is that? Until we create some international sovereignty in 
the United Nations, we shall continue to have to spend 
untold billions for armaments, that we don’t want to 
spend; we shall have to continue to centralize our national 
government, which we don’t want to do; we shall have to 
continue to pay incredible taxes, which we don’t want to 
pay and we shall have to continue to live under the threat 
of imminent destruction of ourselves and our children. 


The Sovereignty of the Individual 


In the last analysis, of course, we believe that it is the 
individual who is sovereign. This is because he is infinitely 
precious, as a child of Almighty God. But because we don’t 
like to have to carry guns to protect ourselves from occa- 
sional deviates, we transfer some of our sovereignty to the 
city government and because we don’t like our cities fight- 
ing each other, we transfer some sovereignty to our state 
governments and and because our inter-state strife became 
intolerable, we transferred some sovereignty to our national 
government and now that there is no longer one of us who 
is safe from the possibility of destruction in international 
war, we must transfer some sovereignty to an international 
government, enough ‘sovereignty to abolish the power of 
any nation to make war and no more! 

Other Americans have opposed federalism because 
they have thought it was somehow communistic. Volun- 
tary federalism is hardly in keeping with international 
communism, which has its own ideas on how the world 
should be organized. The communists want a world union 
of soviet socialist republics run by the Politburo in Moscow. 

It is interesting to note that this particular ideology 
is fatally weak and actually broke down the first time it 
was tested. Yugoslavia was the first of the communist states 
whose power rested upon its own armed forces primarily. 
Yet despite the fact that Yugoslavia and the Soviet Union 
had everything in common, ideologies, similar economies, a 


background of pan-slavic friendship, today they stand at 


swords points. The Soviet international system neither 
provided sufficient machinery for the consideration of the 
needs of the smaller state nor adequate security and dignity 
for its leaders. It was and is a slave system and this was 
almost immediately apparent. Yugoslavia had the power 
to break away and now “Titoism”, or “national commu- 
nism”, is rampant in every country behind The Iron 
Curtain today. It is the chief source of weakness to Russia 
at this hour and this weakness is part and parcel of the 
whole communist international ideology. 

The time is surely coming when the Soviet Union is 
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going to have to settle some things with the West. The 
people of the world, who do not want World War III, are 
going to insist on it. But they are only going to insist on 
it if we, the American people, stop playing into the Krem- 
lin’s hands by allowing it to appear that we have no clear 
alternative to the continuing armaments race. 

The time has come for us to propose political settle- 


ments of our outstanding differences combined with a plan 
for universal disarmament that is both foolproof and en- 
forceable. The United States, taking leadership through 
the United Nations, could rally men everywhere behind 
this clear, firm and fair proposal for secure peace. The 
men in the Kremlin might say “No,” but they would be 
faced by a steadily growing world opinion, growing more 
and more massive day by day and month by month, identi- 
fying them as the principal obstacles to peace and security 
for all. The time would surely come when their own ability 
to remain in power would be undercut by their refusal to 
cooperate in working for the peace that all the world wants. 


Step Three: America as Leader 


The third basic step, if we are to avoid total war, 
must be to persuade the United States to take active lead- 
ership. But how? We must do it in the old, American way 
of the voluntary group. Whenever our country has been 
confronted by a great problem in the past, there have 
always risen, spontaneously, from the ranks of the people, 
those who saw the issues clearly and were prepared to 
organize with their fellow-countrymen to bring before all 
the people a common-sense solution. Our founding fathers 
were just such a voluntary group, a relatively few sincere 
and dedicated citizens who saw a critical issue and were 
determined that their fellow countrymen should think it 
through and take the right course of action. 


Sometimes we forget, but few of our founding fathers 
were governmental officials. Washington was a general; 
John Hancock was a banker; Thomas Jefferson was a 
scholar and statesman; Samuel Adams was a revolutionary 
and rabble-rouser; John Adams was a lawyer. But these, 
and others, over a period of thirty years, carried out two 
tremendous spiritual revolutions. 

After the struggle was over, John Adams wrote some 
interesting words in his journal. He said that many people 
mistakenly believed the American Revolution took place 
in 1775. Such was not the case. What took place in 1775 
was simply the result of the American Revolution. The real 
revolution, he said, took place between 1760 and 1775 
and consisted of a basic change in the way the average 
person living on these’ shores regarded himself. In 1760 

(Continued on following page) 
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he had thought of himself as a loyal subject of Great 
Britain. By 1775 he was thinking of himself as a citizen 
of his own American state. 

It was at this time that these same men proceeded to 
bring about a second revolution. Between 1775 and 1789, 
the average person on these shores ceased to think of 
himself as solely a citizen of his own state, and began to 
think of himself as also an “American.” It was this that 
made possible the birth of the United States of America 
and the adoption of the United States Constitution under 
which we still live happily and harmoniously today. 

What did these men do to achieve such a result? They 
talked. They wrote letters. They established committees 
of correspondence. They filled all of the journals of the 
time with discussions of the issues involved. They organ- 
ized politically. They sought to get “federalists” elected 
to the Continental Congress and to their state legislatures. 
And all of them traveled incessantly, teaching, speaking, 
exhorting. Let none of us think that the task was easy. 
They all sacrificed much. John Adams wrote in his journal, 
“Posterity, you will never know how great a price the 
present generation has paid for your liberty. If you do not 
cherish and preserve it, I shall repent in heaven that I took 
half the pains to win it for you.” It was the wisdom and 
courage of men like him that gave us our freedom from 
Britain and our great federal union. We need such wisdom 
and courage today, harnessed into an organization to do 
for our time what he and his compatriots did for his. And 
if we are to succeed, we shall find that we too must pledge 
“our lives, our fortunes and our sacred honor.” Nothing 
less will prove to be enough! 


The Tomorrow to Come 


You may have seen the picture which appeared on 
the cover of Life magazine about a year ago during the 
great retreat in Korea. It was the face of a GI and I think 
I have never seen anything so hopeless, so haunted, in all 
my life. I happened to come across the story of the photog- 
rapher who took the picture in a trade magazine and it is 
worth telling. 

The photographer had come across a small group of 
Gls around five in the morning, huddled beside the road. 
They had been marching for three days and nights without 
sleep. It was 30 below zero. They were eating frozen beans 
out of ration boxes. They looked so terrible, haggard, tired, 
black with cold, that he thought, “America must see this, 
must share it.” So he set his camera down before the worst- 
looking boy. But he somehow couldn't bear to take the 
picture. The boy's face was dead. He thought he might 
get a spark of life into it, so he asked the boy, “Say, buddy. 
If you could have anything in the world you wanted, right 
now, what would you want?” For long minutes there was 
no reply, no change in the boy’s face. Had he heard? Could 
he answer? What would he say? A sizzling steak with 
french fries? A beautiful blonde? Or maybe, some of Ma’s 
blueberry pie? No answer. Then suddenly there came just 
a little life into the boy’s eyes. “What would I want?” he 
asked. “Tomorrow!” 

In that single word he said what is really at stake 
in this great effort. 

Your tomorrow and mine. The future of our little 
children and of all of the values that we cherish and hold 
dear. If we have the wisdom, the courage and the faith 
to work together for these great goals we may yet be able 
to snatch from the hard fingers of our time a decent world 
for our children and our children’s children. For that wis- 
dom, courage and faith we all ought continually to pray. 
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“WORLD PEACE ROUNDUP 


Louis B. Dailey 


Trygve Lie, at a press conference during March, said 
that armaments alone could not prevent a thir? world war, 
“no matter how necessary they may be for the time being.” 
He went on to say that the only way to prevent World 
War III in the long run was through an agreed plan for 
the control and reduction of armaments. 

To say that disarmament is the only way of achieving 
peace is a big statement. Even to claim that it, taken alone, 
can be the cause of peace is questionable. Let’s take a 
closer look at such claims. 

Perhaps you remember the Naval Disarmament Treaty 
negotiated by Charles E. Hughes in 1921? Yes, the battle- 
ships, cruisers and destroyers, as agreed to by the nations, 
were sunk. But it wasn’t long—only ten years in fact— 
before the Japanese took the first warlike step in Man- 
churia that ultimately ended in Pearl Harbor and World 
War II. Actual destruction of war weapons didn’t give us 
peace then. 

Today, where do we find actual disarmament? Here— 
there—everywhere. How many of us, for instance, have 
arms in our homes available to use for our own protection? 
Very few. Rather than carry arms we place our faith in 
the police and the system of government under which 
we live. The police are armed. They are available twenty- 
four hours a day. If they weren't and if there were no 
other substitute provided for our protection, we would 
not dare to go about unarmed. 

It is when our system of law enforcement fails that we 
become conscious of its existence. The killing of Arnold 
Schuster is a good case in point. Schuster was the young 
man in Brooklyn who gave the tip that resulted in the 
arrest of the notorious criminal, Willie Sutton. Newspaper 
accounts of his murder were followed by an aroused and 
outraged citizenry that spurred the New York Police De- 
partment to one of its greatest efforts in history. The people 
didn't like the feeling of being helpless and easy prey to 
a “paranoid killer,” as the police described Schuster’s slayer. 

Disarmament of citizens locally makes the policing 
problem easier. But it is no substitute for local government. 
Even the police are lost without some framework of organ- 
ization. 

By the same token, it seems idle and in fact, fool- 
hardy, to consider disarmament unless a substitute means 
of providing peace and security is provided first, or at the 
same time. Trygve Lie may be correct in urging discus- 
sions concerning the disarmament of nations while a re- 
armament program is in progress. 

But, what is sadly lacking in the present world situa- 
tion are simultaneous discussions seeking to give the United 
Nations the powers of government to maintain a world 
police force as a substitute for national disarmament. Thus, 
as the UN Disarmament Commission proceeds with its 
work, I suggest that if we want it to be successful, we don’t 
put all our money on disarmament unless disarmament is 
harnessed to government. That would really be a team for 
peace. 

Facts on this condensation of Mr. Dailey’s weekly broadcast will 
be found on page 6. 
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CHARLES B. DAYTON 
UWF of Connecticut 


Program and organization. I hope the General Assem- 
bly will make real progress in organizing UWF to do its 
job. Our task is to get more people talking and writing 
about world federal government and with better under- 
standing and stronger conviction. 

To carry out our national program we need a more 
integrated organization. We must become better ac- 
quainted with one another. First, we must break down our 
program and assign responsibility for each activity. I sug- 
gest a uniform committee structure throughout UWF. We 
might establish such divisions as public education and 
publicity, membership, organization of new chapters and 
branches, education and leadership training, political action 
and organization liaison, THE FEDERALIST, and branch 
and chapter periodicals and finance. 

I suggest for each of these divisions a national com- 
mittee consisting of a national supervisor and branch com- 
mittee chairman, branch committees consisting of the 
branch committee chairman and chapter committee chair- 
men, and chapter committees. The National Executive 
Committee and branch and chapter executive committees 
should coordinate the work of the various divisions. These 
executive committees should consist of the officers and 
committee chairmen. Each federalist should have a spe- 
cific and limited responsibility. Each “executive” federalist 
should demand reports from those working under him. 


WILLIAM C. DICKINSON 
Chairman, UWF of Los Alamos, New Mexico 


There should be full discussion at the June General 
Assembly as to the most powerful and effective means at 
our disposal for bringing the basic facts of world federal 
government to all Americans. 

True, a recent Gallup Poll indicated that forty-nine 
per cent of our fellow citizens favor world government, no 
doubt because it has become apparent to them that gov- 
ernment on the world level offers the only hope for lasting 
peace. Unfortunately, probably only a small fraction of this 
forty-nine per cent realizes the duties and responsibilities 
entailed by U. S. participation in such a government. The 
rest might easily be stampeded by a campaign of lies and 
distortion. 

We know that the failure of the U. S. to participate 
in the League of Nations has been traced to an unenlight- 
ened citizenry. We must not allow this to happen again 
if and when a revised UN Charter is put before the Ameri- 
can people for ratification. 

There may be only three short years remaining to do 
the job of education that so far we have failed to do. 
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What Do You Want Discussed 
At the June General Assembly? 


EUGENE McGUIRE 
Ohio member, National Executive Council 


The main thing that rallies and holds support (finan- 
cial and otherwise) for important causes is the constant 
spotlighting of a specific objective. United World Fed- 
eralists’ objective of limited world government, vitally 
pressing as we feel it is, nevertheless appeals to the minds 
of most persons as an abstraction. In my opinion the 
Philadelphia Assembly should keep consideration of pro- 
cedures, policies and housekeeping at the lowest prac- 
tical minimum and focus its attention, and provide for the 
focusing of the organization’s subsequent activities, on 
securing adoption of HCR 64 at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, this in turn directed toward a well-planned and 
well-supported 1955 UN Charter revision conference. 

As a background for this vital effort we have the 
advantage that forty-nine per cent of U. S. citizens, as 
reflected in the Gallup Poll, favor some form of limited 
world government. UWF’s responsibility, in the Phila- 
delphia Assembly and in subsequent implementation of 
its deliberations, is to galvanize this un-organized sentiment 
into action first by our government via HCR 64, then in 
the revision conference. 


S. W. TREAT 
Chairman, UWF of California 


In answer to the question, I say let’s discuss program 
of course, but also let us definitely discuss policy, particu- 
larly the “How it can be done” area. Take this apart, 
section by section (on the floor, if time allows) and re- 
examine it. We have found that a members’ meeting can 
be kept enthused and interested using nothing but this. 
It answers many questions and we, at this stage, need not 
to fear sharp disagreements or attempts at drastic revision. 

On the negative side, we are fairly well organized 
and the broad principles of expansion are reasonably under- 
stood, so we should leave “housekeeping” discussions to 
branches and chapters (except for the always profitable 
workshop “Ways and Means of Strengthening UWF”). 

Personally I should also like to minimize all political 
discussions. Let political action be controlled by reports 
to and instructions from headquarters. It doesn’t require 
approval or discussion by the delegates, unless demanded. 


NEXT MONTH: 


Should Each Chapter Assume Definite 
Commitments for an Annual Program 
and if so, What Should They Be? 


Address your answer to: THE FEDERALIST 
UWF, 125 Broad St., New York 4 
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Why Sovereignty Is Important to You 


by EDWARD W. McVITTY 


According to the “Divine Right of Kings,” a political 
philosophy generally accepted in the Middle Ages, sover- 
eignty was absolute and indivisible and was vested by 
God in the king or “sovereign” to be exercised solely at 
the latter’s discretion. The Founding Fathers of our coun- 
try had an entirely different philosophy: 


“We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men 
are created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. That to secure these 
rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. That 
whenever any Form of Government becomes destructive 
of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or abol- 
ish it, and to institute new Government, laying its founda- 
tion on such principles and organizing its powers in such 
form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their 
Safety and Happiness.” 

The Declaration of Independence 


In other words, sovereignty stems from the individual, 
from you and me, and we use our sovereignty by delegat- 
ing a certain portion of it to our government for a very 
specific purpose, namely, to secure for us the rights to 
life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. It is we, the 
people, who are sovereign, not the United States of Amer- 
ica. Only in a dictatorship is the state sovereign. 

Furthermore, according to the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, it is our right and duty to create new govern- 
ment whenever the existing government fails in its primary 
purpose of securing our basic rights. 

In the United States, we have delegated some of our 
sovereignty to our local government in local affairs, some to 
the state government in state affairs, and some to the na- 
tional government in national affairs. We have kept the 
largest portion of our sovereignty to ourselves. 

Most of the decisions in our daily lives we make our- 
selves—when to get up in the morning, where we want to 
work, where we send our children to school. 

Authority for other decisions we have delegated to 
the local, state and national governments. As individuals 
we could not regulate traffic or control crime; we have 
delegated these functions to our local and state govern- 
ments, Neither we, as individuals, nor our cities or states 
could effectively regulate interstate commerce or provide 
for the national defense; these functions we have delegated 
to the national government. 

We have delegated a portion of our severeignty for 
international affairs to the national government. This sov- 
ereignty is exercised, however, in a very limited degree, 
because our national government has not now and never 
has had sovereignty beyond its borders. Outside its bor- 
ders our government may cajole, or persuade, or threaten, 
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or even declare war. Yet neither we as individuals, nor 
our national government can control international affairs, 
because every other national government is equally free 
to cajole, or persuade, or threaten, or make war. 

In internal affairs, we exercise a reasonable amount 
of our sovereignty through local, state, and national gov- 
ernments. In external affairs, we have no sovereignty and 
only the influence that our economic and military power 
can produce, because there is no government with authority 
to act in such affairs; there is only international anarchy. 

In a lawless world each individual is sovereign unto 
himself. One man’s sovereignty is another ‘man’s poison. 
Each is free to kill or be killed, to rob or be robbed. In 
organized societies, man has relinquished the right to kill 
his neighbor in return for the protection the law provides 
him against being killed by his neighbor. 

While our government protects us from criminal acts 
of our fellow citizens, it cannot protect us from criminal 
acts of other nations. More and more, international deci- 
sions are being forced on us by outside nations. We did 
not want World War I nor World War II: the first was 
forced on us by an imperialistic Germany; the second by 
imperialist Germany and Japan. 


“Our fear is that, by surrendering a part of our 
sovereignty, we may lose control over our own destiny. 
The real danger lies in the opposite direction; as matters 
stand, we have all but lost control over our own destiny; 
our future lies at the mercy of a state of international 
anarchy; we can regain control only by helping to create 
the kind of world in which all peoples may control their 
destinies within a common framework of law and law 
enforcement.” 

James P. Warburg 


Because of international anarchy, our freedom otf 
choice is severely limited even in internal affairs. Take 
the budget: about 89¢ of every dollar goes to pay for wars 
that were forced on us against our wishes or for a defense 
program forced on us by the action of foreign sovereign 
nations. Do we Americans want inflation or price controls? 
We have both because we have not delegated to an inter- 
national government the sovereignty to control international 
lawlessness as we have delegated to our local and state 
governments this authority to control local criminals. 


“To look for a continuation of harmony between a 
number of independent, unconnected sovereignties in the 
same neighborhood [such as our shrunken world today] 
would be to disregard the . . . accumulated experience 
of the ages.” 

Alexander Hamilton 


Our inalienable rights to life, liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness are seriously threatened by international an- 
archy. In the words of the Declaration of Independence 
will we now “institute new government,” an international 
government, and delegate to it that portion of our indi- 
vidual sovereignty which we cannot now effectively use 
to protect our inalienable rights? Will we protect our fast 
diminishing internal sovereignty by wisely using some of 
our external sovereignty? 


EDWARD W. McVITTY is UWF’s National Field Director 
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BOOKS and PAMPHLETS 


Our Foreicn Poricy, 1952—Illustrated with drawings, 
this brochure discusses American foreign policy in the 
years since World War II. This story of American foreign 
policy is built around determination to stop Soviet aggres- 
sion and expansion, conviction that the U. S. must have 
allies and must help them, opposition to a “preventive war” 
and devotion to the principle of collective action. Chapter 
heads include the Truman Doctrine, the North Atlantic 
area, Germany, Security in Asia and the Pacific, Korea, 
Point Four, the Mutual Security Program, the United Na- 
tions. Especial attention is given to the Korean situation, 
how to avoid World War III and the principle of collective 
security. 80 pp., 25¢; U. S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington 25. 


LookinG AT THE UniTED Nations—An attractively printed 
album of official UN photographs with short notes and 
captions describing the work of the UN. But a brief sam- 
pling of the 34,000 pictures in the UN photo library, the 
photographs selected for this booklet represent a pictorial 
cross-section of the work of the UN up to the end of 1951. 
32 pages, 50¢; International Documents Service, Columbia 
University Press, 2960 Broadway, New York 27. 


THroporE Marsurc: The Man and His Work by Henry 
A. Atkinson—A biography of Mr. Marburg, philanthropist, 
educator, businessman, former Ambassador to Belgium and 
architect of the League to Enforce Peace, forerunner of 
the League of Nations. The author, general secretary and 
chief executive of the Church Peace Union, grouped the 
varied details of Mr. Marburg’s life according to period 
and subject, relating all to a major theme—Mr. Marburg’s 
lifelong interest in the establishment of a peaceful world. 
221 pp., $3; Morton Littman Printing Co., Inc., 270 Lafa- 
yette St., New York 12. 


Tue INTERNATIONAL Court oF JusticE—A historical study 
of the International Court of Justice, its functions and 
organization with some of the cases heard since its creation. 
Illustrated and paper bound. 27 pp., 15¢; International 
Documents Service, Columbia University Press, 2960 
Broadway, New York 27. 


New TECHNIQUES OR OLD IN BUILDING FOR PEACE by Karl 
J. Ewerts—Professor Ewerts has written a revealing study 
of the UN Secretariat. By comparing historically the Sec- 
retariat with similar working bodies in the League of 
Nations, Mr. Ewerts argues that the UN can inspire faith 
in the peoples of the world only if its internal organization 
is a model of democracy and international equality as 
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opposed to the rigidity of the old League organization. The 
book draws on material up to and including administrative 
issues of the Sixth General Assembly that recently con- 
cluded sessions in Paris. 64 pp., $1; William-Frederick 
Press, 313 W. 35 St., New York 1. 


ASSEMBLY'S STEPS TO SPEED PROGRESS THROUGHOUT THE 
Trust Terrirortes—A study of the progress of the UN 
General Assembly in its decisions involving the peoples 
living in the Trust Territories—what has been done and 
what the Trusteeship Council hopes will eventually be 
accomplished. Includes a discussion of the Ewe and Togo- 
land unification problem. 22 pp., free; International Docu- 
ments Service, Columbia University Press, 2960 Broadway, 
New York 27. 


TEACHING ABOUT THE UNITED NATIONS AND THE SPECIAL- 
IZED AGENCIES—Prepared especially for use of teachers and 
leaders, instructing groups in schools, institutions or organ- 
izations about the UN. Gives a brief history of the progress 
of educating the world’s people about the UN and lists 
uNEsco publications available for study groups. 24 pp., 
15¢; International Documents Service, Columbia Univer- 
sity Press, 2960 Broadway, New York 27. 


RADIO 


Unirep Nations Topay—A fifteen-minute review of news 
within the UN and news of what delegates are doing out- 
side the UN. Features transcribed voices of delegates. 
Discussions usually centered around the most important 
news of the week. Mondays-Fridays, 11:15-11:30 PM 
EST, MBS radio network. Check local stations. 


FILMS 


INDIAN STUDENTs PERFORM FOR UN Cius and UN Vores 
INDEPENDENCE FoR LisyA BY 1952—Two films issued under 
the general heading “This is the United Nations.” First 
film shows Indian students entertaining the UN Secretariat 
at a regular meeting of the World Wide Club. Second film 
reviews progress of Libya question under the UN Com- 
mission for Libya. Made available particularly for group 
instruction on the functions of the UN. Ten minutes run- 
ning time. $2.50 rental; $32.50 purchase. Association Films, 
35 W. 45th St., New York 19. 


WANTED WANTED 


FIELD SECRETARY 
NATIONAL OFFICE 


Chapter or Branch Experience Preferred 


Position involves assisting Field Director in 
coordinating activities of branches and chap- 
ters throughout the country; filling chapter 
requests; working on program material and 
many other challenging responsibilities. 


Write: Edward McVitty 
UWF, 125 Broad St., New York 6. 


Must be filled by April 30 
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CLEARING HOUSE 


The New Jersey branch, in a drive to publicize Louis 
B. Dailey’s weekly broadcast “World Peace Roundup,” dis- 
tributed at its state convention, March 8, small printed 
“reminder” cards to be attached by means of a perforation 
to a radio dial. The round cards give the time of the broad- 
cast, name and frequency number of station and state that 
copies of Mr. Dailey’s talks may be obtained from UWF’s 
national office. Samples of the cards may be obtained from 
UWF of New Jersey, 45 Clinton St., Newark. 

= 


In their current membership drive, UWF of Storrs 
(Conn.) is asking “prospective” members who are inter- 
ested, but not yet ready to join UWF, to subscribe to THE 
FEDERALIST for a year. It is hoped they will eventually be- 
come full members through interest aroused by reading the 
publication. 


Illinois federalists proudly announced recently a suc- 
cessful job of political action during Congressional recess. 
Federalists and Illinois Congressmen got together and dis- 
cussed HCR 64. Results: at least fourteen supporters for 
the bill. Only two of the twenty-six Representatives ex- 
pressed opposition. 


The Los Alamos (N. M.) UWF chapter has earned 
$40 per month by organizing a baby-sitting roster within 
the chapter. Each member pledges himself to use the 
service and to baby sit one night a month, the proceeds 


Alloy and Steel 
Plate Fabricators 
for the 
CHEMICAL and 
Allied INDUSTRIES 


reactors, scrubbers. stills. 
deodorizers, evaporators, 
towers, columns, tanks, con- 
densers, kettles, autoclaves 


Colonial is qualified to fabricate processing 
equipment to your special design in addition to 
the well-known units listed above. Thirty-five 
years’ experience in plate fabrication includes 
daily handling of corrosion-resistant solid and 
clad steels employing modern welding tech- 
niques in accordance with requirements of the 
ASME Code. Equipment sizes—from pilot plant 
to pre-assembled and knocked down sections of 
any size. Maximum diameter for rail shipment 
12% ft., any practical length. Plate Fabrication 
Bulletin gives data on Colonial’s shop facilities 
and modern fabrication methods. Write today 


for your copy! 


the COLONIAL iron works co. 


17633 St. Clair Ave. Cleveland 10, Ohio 
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(50¢ per hour) going to the chapter treasury. The current 
secretary has each member’s name, phone number and 
available evenings on a reference card and handles the 
scheduling. 
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With the coming elections in mind, the Santa Bar- 
bara (Calif.) chapter of UWF has set up a group of “Five 
Minute Men” whose objective is to present UWF ideas in 
brief to all organizations in the area. They have found that 
most organizations are willing to have a five-minute speaker 
at any time even though the program has already been 
set up. 

e 

An organized letter-writing campaign is announced 
by UWF of Denver. The membership has responded well 
to requests to write legislators and members of the admin- 
istration concerning the recent Big Three disarmament 
proposal. In addition to letters, members have also made 
five visits and numerous telephone calls to their U. S. 
Representatives and Senators. 

e 

UWF of Minnesota recently mailed a pamphlet to 
their members as a part of their annual fund-raising 
drive. The pamphlet, “1951-52 Budget,” includes an 
appraisal of the Minnesota budget for the coming year and, 
in addition, a “Financial Yardstick” which gives an esti- 
mated income-UWF pledge chart. The suggested figure 
for pledges from UWF members was arrived at by figuring 
10 per cent of U. S. war taxes on varying incomes. Samples 
in limited numbers may be ordered from World Affairs 
Center, University of Minnesota, Minneapolis 14. 


TRADING POST 


Massachusetts: 


SomETHING You Can Do Asout PEACE AND FrEEDOM—A 
brochure issued by the Massachusetts UWF branch as part 
of their annual fund-raising campaign. Includes discussion 
of cost of war versus cost of peace and urges interested 
persons to make pledges to UWF. Discusses in brief the 
purpose of UWF. Suggested for use in distribution to non- 
members. UWF of New England, 100 Barber Ave., 
Worchester. 3¢ each. 


National Office (125 Broad Street, New York 4): 
PRESIDENT TRUMAN'S ConGRATULATORY LETTER—Reprints 
of President Truman’s letter to the UWF on its fifth 
anniversary (see March FEDERALIST). 2¢ each. 


New York: 


How to Have a FINGER ... maybe even a real hand... 
in Charter revision—A pamphlet exhorting UWF groups 
to start planning now for UN Charter Revision in 1955. 
Includes basic instructions in planing discussions on Char- 
ter Revision. Points out what should be done now in 
preparation for definite revision plans in 1955. Includes 
information on Charter Revision Study Kit which con- 
tains materials pertinent to revision plans including 
a copy of UN Charter, a copy of U. S. Constitution, two 
pamphlets from the U. S. Department of State (“Guide 
to the U. S. and UN” and “UN Today”), and two book- 
lets issued by the Foreign Policy Association (“Report on 
UN” and “UN—How and When It Works”). Questionnaire 
on Charter revision is included with pamphlet. UWF of 
New York, 129 W. 52nd St., New York 19. Pamphlet: 
5¢ each; Study Kit: $1.00 each. 
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MEMOS 


TO: Editor 
¥RoM: Steward S. Kurtz, Jr. 
Congratulations for a cover that looks adult instead 
of childish or faddist. 
Marion Station, Pa., March 15 


TO: Editor 
rroM: Dorothy Zeiger 

Would UWF proposals mean surrender of some of 
our national sovereignty? Yes. We the people would 
delegate some of our powers to a world government, thus 
giving us as people greater sovereignty or control over 
world events that affect us! . 

Now that the sovereign nations can not give us these 
blessings, including freedom from fear, let’s follow this 
good American principle and form a world government 
that can! 

Wilberforce, Ohio, March 16 


TO: Editor 
FROM: Betty Hutchinson 

In answering the charge that UWF proposals would 
mean surrender of some of our national sovereignty I 
would like to ask how much sovereignty we have in the 
taxes we pay which go for armaments and defense? How 
much sovereignty do we have in regard to our men going 
into service? How much choice did we have when Pearl 
Harbor was attacked? How much sovereignty do we have 
with each aggressive move on the part of Russia? 

It seems to me that in most cases people do not have 
a clear understanding of the meaning of sovereignty .. . 
Many people seem to fear that world government will 
mean an end to our American way of life. I try to point 
out that our American way of life is fast vanishing under 
the impact of the restrictions and regimentation required 
by a country preparing for war. At this stage in the game 
we have nothing to say about the actions and moves of 
Russia. We merely sit in dread of the Russians’ next move 
trying to figure out ineffective countermoves. How much 
more voice we would have in a world government, and 
how much more freedom we would have to get on with 
our own affairs if the threat of war were removed! 

My object is to convince people that world govern- 
ment means creating law and order and giving up chaos. 
In the words of Pierce Butler, world government means 
“creating a sovereignty of law where none exists in which 
we have a part.” 

Denver, Col., March 2 


TO: Editor 
FROM: Neil Parsons 

I wish to express my appreciation for the excellence 
of your editorial taste and news reports found in THE 
FEDERALIST. 

I was particularly delighted to open the cover and 
find the “Report from the World Movement” as the initial 
article replacing the nice but distastefully confusing 
“Report from the UN” which appeared in previous issues. 

Also appreciated is the emphasis upon the federal 
system of government in the European and Atlantic areas. 

I seem to sense that THE FEDERALIST has reached a 
certain maturity which makes possible the distinction 
between the international manifestations of nationalism 
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and sound progress in the direction of world federal 
government. To point out this distinction is the prime task 
of federalists, for few others are qualified to do so. And 
I, for one, am proud that THE FEDERALIST has taken such 
2 long step in this direction in the February issue. 
Muscatine, Iowa, Feb. 28 


TO: Charles Melchior 
Willford I., King 

I note in the February issue of THE FEDERALIST, your 
letter in which you state that “The world is now at a 
point in history when it must choose between destruction, 
degradation of the individual and violence, or peace, jus- 
tice, and abundance for all. Men everywhere are 
awakening to the realization that due to the technological 
advances of the past few decades, there is no reason in 
justice for their not enjoying the good life. Those two- 
thirds of the world’s peoples who are suffering acutely 
from lack of material abundance and freedom are on the 
march to achieve these universal aspirations. Anyone or 
any nation who attempts to halt this march is as certain 
to fail as the despots of nineteenth century Europe were 
doomed to be swept aside by the revolutionary move- 
ments of that age. Communism is offering the downtrodden 
peoples of the world a plan to alleviate their misery.” 

You say further that “Our plan must be a just world 
government . . . to give all men everywhere an opportunity 
for a just and abundant life.” 

Have you really given much thought to the scope of 
the undertaking which you here set forth? Apparently you 
feel that if a world government were established, it 
should immediately set out to bring prosperity to all 
nations. You envision the accomplishment of this end 
by the application of new technology to agriculture and 
other industries in the backward countries. But are you 
unaware of the fact that, up to now, in all those coun- 
tries, every improvement in production has been immedi- 
ately offset by an increase in population so that better 
methods of production have had no tendency to improve 
the living conditions of the masses? All that more pro- 
duction has done has been to make more people suffer. 
Is that an ideal goal? 

Is it ethical for us to try to get ahead of the Com- 
munists by extending to the backward peoples promises 


UNITED WORLD FEDERALISTS, INC. 
125 Broad St., New York 4, N. Y. 


Please enroll me (us) in United World Federalists: 


Name 


Address 


City Zone State. 


School if Student 


Single Membership $5 [J 
$7.50 


*All memberships include a subscription to THE FEDERALIST. 


College $2 


Couple High School $1.50 [] 


Memberships received during first half of a calendar year expire 
Dec. 31 of that year; memberships received during the latter half 
of @ calendar year expire Dec. 31 of the following year. 


“UWF recognizes that world government must bring together 
under a rule of law people of various ideologies throughout the 
world. However, as a United States organization, UWF will not 
knowingly admit or permit as members persons who are Commu- 
nist or Fascist or others who seek to overthrow the Government of 
or, in the interests of a foreign power, seek to weaken the United 
States, or to change its form of government by other than consti- 
tutional means.” By-laws of United World Federalist, Inc. 
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MEMOS (cont.) 


which common sense shows to be impossible of fulfillment? 
Do you not feel that when an officer of the World 
Federalists tries to commit our organization to a program 
which is manifestly impossible of execution, he is giving 
the strongest possible aid to the enemies of World Federal- 
Why not stay on safe ground and confine our pro- 
gram for world government to the ideas listed in the 
February issue of THE FEDERALIST under the title “The 
Policy of United World Federalists, Inc.?” 
New York, N. Y., Feb. 29 


TO: Editor 
FROM: Stanley E. Crouch 


To answer your question: I shall attempt to show 
that following UWF proposals can not mean surrendering 
national sovereignty, when, as a confirmed fact, there 
is no such thing as national sovereignty in the world today. 
Sovereignty implies the power of a nation to make de- 
cisions, with disregard for the actions of any other nation. 
If a government must base its own policy on the actions 
of another nation, even against its citizens’ wishes, that 
government is not sovereign. It is like a canoe headed 
against a powerful current, being carried downstream by 
it, though it is headed upstream. 

... We dare not reduce our armed forces even though 
they're the largest we've ever had to maintain during 
peace time. We dare not reduce taxes even though we 
have reached the point where every working man and 
woman spends one hundred and twenty days working for 
the government. And we can't think of balancing the 
budget, even though we now pay 151 “hidden” taxes on 
a 19¢ loaf of bread! 

Sterling, Va.. March 13 


TO: Editor 
FROM: Mabel Leightner 

Once upon a time men settled their grievances by 
fighting duels. Nowadays they adjust their differences in 
a court of law . 

Surely the day will come when nations will present 
their grievances to a world court for adjustment instead 
of declaring war upon each other, a move far worse than 
dueling, since it means mass murder as well as untold 
misery for the women and children of the invaded coun- 
tries. 

The substitute of dignity and common sense for 


THE FEDERALIST 
United World Federalists, Inc. 
; 125 Broad St., New York 4, N. Y. 
Enclosed please find $1 for one year’s subscription to 

| THE FEDERALIST to be sent to: | 
| 
| Name | 
Address. 
| 
| City Zone State. | 

YF affiliation (if any) 
1 My Name (if not above) ] 
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wholesale slaughter of human beings will not rob any 
country of its national sovereignty. Instead it will add 
to its prestige. 


Toledo, Ohio, March 3 


TO: Editor 
FROM: John C. Holt, Jr. 

The March 1952 issue of The Northwest Federalist 
quotes, from a speech by Mr. Pierce Butler, Jr., the fol- 
lowing remarks: 


“A resolution now under discussion in the U.S. 
Congress (HCR 64) . . . should become the policy 
of the U.S. This is the policy of this organization 
(UWF) and this is all of this organization’s policy.” 


I don’t want to rock the boat, but when did this 
happen? When, and how, did HCR 64 get to be all of our 
policy? 

I've heard many federalists complain that the word- 
ing of HCR 64 did not adequately convey what we 
federalists believed and were working for. Our legislative 
leaders explained that HCR 64 was not “our” resolution, 
but the resolution of Congressmen who were generally 
favorable to our ideas, but who could not be expected to 
go as far as we wanted them to go. 

Now Mr. Butler, one of our most active and influential 
leaders, says that our policy goes no further than the 
Congressional resolution. This seems to me to imply a 
radical change in the nature of this organization. I had 
supposed that we were trying to persuade the public, 
and through the public, Congress, to support world gov- 
ernment. But this would make it appear that we are, 
instead, trying to persuade the public to follow where a 
few Congressmen are willing to lead. 

If the membership of UWF wants to do this, if they 
want to become an organization of followers instead of 
leaders, they have every right to do so. But the decision 
should be made at a convention, by all of us, not simply 
by our elected officers, however able. And I must confess 
that I hope we do not make any such decision. 

New York, N. Y., March 10 


TO: The Editor 
FROM: Pierce Butler, Jr. 


I haven't seen The Northwest Federalist in question, 
nor do I have any text from which I speak, nor do I know 
the occasion to which the publication is referring nor 
any qualifying context of either the speech or the quota- 
tion. I am therefore unable to say whether the latter fully 
or accurately quotes either the publication or me. 


It is very easy to devote time to more useful purposes 
than discussions such as Mr. Holt invites. However, in 
making these speeches I frequently point out that the 
policy declared in HCR 64 is substantially the policy 
declared by the UWF; that the passage of that resolution 
is the immediate political objective of the organization; 
that to achieve the passage of that resolution and to effect 
the policy expressed by it—and us—there is necessary not 
only the education of Congressmen but also general public 
education and agreement with that policy, both for its 
effect on Congressmen and against the time when that 
policy shall be a political issue or require general accep- 
tance for its realization in action. I usually say a good 
many other things too. 


St. Paul, Minn., March 21 
The Federalist 
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Two Letters From Japan 


The following are excerpts from letters written by two leading Japanese federalists, Morikatsu 

Inagaki and Elichi Nobushima. Mr. Inagaki, founder of the Japanese Union for World Govern- 

ment and editor of its monthly organ, One World, served for fifteen years with the Japanese 

delegation to the League of Nations in Geneva. Mr. Nobushima, at one time an editor of One 

World, is currently doing a yearly survey on the international movements for world government as 
a member of the staff of The Oriental Economist in Japan. 


MORIKATSU INAGAKI — I would like to add my own 
comments to an article you carried on “Japanese Fed- 
eralism Today.” 

In 1948, almost devoid of any financial backing, 
we began the work of dissemination and explanation of 
the world federalist idea. Our organization, the Union 
for World Federal Government, was not sufficiently 
equipped nor staffed nor was it soundly organized. Yet 
today we like to believe our voice has been heard across 
Japan. 

Not a single eminent personality asked, including 
the prime minister Shigeru Yoshida, has refused to lend 
his name to our movement, although the cooperation of 
such persons often has been limited to the use of their 
names. Some eighty chapters have mushroomed through- 
out the country under our banner and 10,000 persons 
at one time or another have been members. We have 
lectured throughout Japan and have published a monthly 
magazine, One World. Our success has come in various 
ways. Two town Assemblies passed resolutions for world 
federation. The total membership of a_prefecture’s 
Assembly joined our movement. Over 300,000 persons 
affixed their signatures to support declaration lists. 

These records appear impressive and optimistic . . . 
but you must bear in mind there are other factors at 
work in Japan. Federalists in Japan, apart from theo- 
retical problems, are confronted with the very complex 
and real questions of rearmament and security. 

Under the magnanimous leadership of the Allied 
Powers Occupation, a new constitution was drafted and 
promulgated by a democratic national Diet. This con- 
stitution stipulated not only that war was renounced as 
a means of ‘settling international disputes, but also that 
disarmament would be the permanent status of the 
nation. Thus Japan, through constitutional decree, put 
her security into the hands entirely of the “peace-loving” 
victorious nations. 

But Japan was not to know peace for long and it 
was not for six years that she could even sign a peace 
treaty. At that, the treaty was with only one section of 
her conquerors, leaving her legally at war with another, 
the U.S.S.R., which has stood to the side menacingly 
displaying its hostility to Japan’s present internationa! 
position. Thus the hopes of the Japanese nation, incor- 
porated into its constitution, have not been reflected in 


the realities of world events. Today people here talk of 
rearmament and security. They believe that they have 
not failed in their constitutional pledge, but that the 
world has failed them. 

The Japanese federalists would greatly appreciate 
answers from the federalists of other countries to this 
question: “Is there any possibility of solving the ques- 
tion of rearmament or defense of Japan within the 
framework of any plan for international federal union?” 


It is the question we must answer first if we are to 
succeed. 


ELICHI NOBUSHIMA — I have been asked to write 
down what I considered the outstanding recent achieve- 
ments of Japan’s world federalists. To my mind there 
are three. 

For the first time in the history of Japan, scores of 
Japanese, including eight legislators and a prefectural 
governor, went to Geneva and Rome in answer to the 
call for discussions on the limitations of national sov- 
ereignty. 

Second was a suggestion made to John Foster 
Dulles by Tanzan Ishibashi in the course of discussions 
in the preparation of the Japanese Peace Treaty that the 
U.S. should take the initiative in sponsoring world gov- 
ernment. 

In connection with this proposal, a preliminary 
committee of specialists from various fields was formed 
last April under the chairmanship of Mr. Tetsutaro 
Niura, ex-president of The Oriental Economist, with the 
view of exploring possibilities for putting the natural 
resources and essential raw materials of the world under 
an international control. 

Third was the publication last August of a text- 
book for use in the middle (high) schools. Prepared by 
a committee formed by Prof. Kiyoshi Katagi and nine 
colleagues at the Ochanomizu Teachers College for 
Girls, it contains descriptions of world federal govern- 
ment principles and schemes. They have just written 
another textbook for teachers that was published this 
month. 

Perhaps these do not seem great achievements, but 
Japanese federalists have been competing with the 
Peace Treaty this year and the task has not been easy. 
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The policy of 
UNITED WORLD FEDERALISTS, Inc. 


We believe: The dignity of the individual and his God-given rights to life, liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness are among the highest aspirations of men everywhere. 


We believe: Warfare has now become so destructive that these rights are universally 
endangered. 


We believe: “To secure these rights governments are instituted among men, deriving their 
gnts § 
just powers from the consent of the governed.” 


We believe: As men in the past have created national governments to secure those rights 
which local governments were unable to guarantee so we must now create a world gov- 
ernment to afford the protection against war which national governments can no longer 
effectively provide. 


We believe: War is not inevitable; it can be prevented by the action of men through 
creation of a world government. 


We believe: A world government must have powers adequate to enforce disarmament in 
all nations, to prevent aggression and to maintain peace. 


We believe: A world government should have direct jurisdiction over the individual in 
those matters within its authority. 


We believe: A world government should be federal in form, and limited in power, having 
only those powers specifically granted to it. 


We believe: All powers not specifically granted to a world government should be reserved 
to the national governments, thus guaranteeing to each nation complete internal sovereignty 
to manage its domestic affairs. 


TO THESE ENDS-— 


WE REAFFIRM our continuing support of the United Nations; 


WE CALL FOR the United States immediately to declare that it is a fundamental objective of United States 
foreign policy to support and strengthen the United Nations and to develop it into a world 
federal government with limited powers adequate to make, enforce and interpret world 
laws to maintain peace and prevent aggression. 


WE URGE all individuals and organizations seeking this great aim to work with us toward this objective. 


LUMBER EXCHANGE TERMINAL, INC. 
BROOKLYN - NEW YORK 
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